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Political scholars talk about the constant progressive in political diplomacy, as well as day-to-day the ever-changing nature of diplomacy. There is always a development of how actors (state and non-state) interact with one another; it is possible to tell that the current day offers a range of new elements to keep in mind when considering how diplomacy is carried out. For instance, when the state actors persistent to perform in diplomacy, with the progress role of civil-society groups and organizations, have led to the rise role of non-state actors. We are living through a time of rapid transition in global relations and impressive development and attainments in a framework of ‘third-party communication’. 

Contrary to tradition, today new actors are involving in world diplomacy, who are extensively focus on various issues, in particular, some new international security issues as major diplomatic concern: crimes against humanity, transnational terrorism, climate change, global health issues. According to them, these issues need diplomats to play role as entrepreneurs and facilitators, enhancing cooperative relationships within universal civil society. Obviously, the main questions, here, regarding the scheme of diplomacy, how new actors should be involved and to what extent they are able to influence the state policy, ‘what practices and from it should assume to deal with new policy challenges need to be urgently addressed’ [Hocking, 2012].  

Regarding to the topic of our paper, the KRG as non-state actor, decidedly needs to build web relations with the world communities. Since its birth from 1992, the KRG has examined various methods and brought new actors (individual and organizations, in particular Kurdish diaspora) around its diplomacy efforts. 
As it is obvious, historically, the Kurds in the Middle East have always been in the circle of serious problems of security, humanity and economy. For instance, Iraqi Kurds humanitarian disasters during 1960-1980 (process of Anfal) and 2014 (Genocide against Kurdish Yazidi). The KRG, noticeably, cannot overcome these problems on its own without receiving international assistance. There is great consensus among world states that the crime against humanity, in particular genocide, is an international case and requires international responses; therefore, it become a very significant tool in the hands of KRG (through Kurdish diaspora) to shape its world relations around it. The most compelling reason for the KRG’s attempts to establish world diplomatic relations is either to prevent (or at least diminish) it occurrences in the future, or to obtain world assistance after problem arises. One might ask, why the Kurds cannot get assistance from States that live under authority (Iraq, Iran, Syria and Turkey)? A very simple answer, majority of Kurds humanitarian catastrophes had created or related to these countries. If we pick Iraqi Kurds as an example: Kurds mass murdered and ethnic cleaning from the 1960s, 1970s, the Anfal process 1980s, the imposed of economic sanction 1990s, and Yazidi genocide 2014 [Financial Times, 2018].

During the early ages of the KRG (1992-2003), attempts to internationalize its cases and reach the world States, were rather difficult. This was because: firstly, The world States did not want to crossover the traditional diplomatic hypothesis that only States-actors can create diplomatic relations; secondly, the States viewed the Kurds case as sensitive political domestic issue and tried to stay away from direct interference; thirdly, the former Iraqi regime imposed sanctions on the Kurdistan region and prevented any world-relations with Iraqi Kurds; and lastly, the Kurdistan Region was very busy with its internal security issue (the two main Kurds Parties fought with each other from 1994-1997) [Inga Rogg, 2007].

In the wake of collapse Saddam Regime in 2003, international diplomatic door opened toward Iraqi Kurds. Of course, even before this, the KRG was repeatedly made various attempts to enter global diplomacy, but a more structured form was obtained only after the recognition of the KRG by the Iraqi constitution as an official foundation. Then the KRG has been able to use various tools, particularly tools like ‘Anfal’ and ‘genocide’ through Kurdish diaspora in Europe, to make world state to come closer and open diplomatic doors to the KRG. Through Anfal and Ezidi Genocide, the KRG was finally able to reach states like Sweden, Norway, Netherlands, UK, South Korea, France, UN, USA, Armenia, Canada, EU parliament and some other. This sort of strategy can be highlighted as a significant new trend in International relations and needs further discussion. This is based on idea that the KRG, as a non-state actor has successfully used tools such as Genocide and Kurdish diaspora to build its global diplomacy. 
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